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ERETMIA GOSSE, 1886 (? ROTATORIA): SUPPRESSED UNDER THE 
PLENARY POWERS 

RULING. — (1) Under the plenary powers the following names are hereby 
suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law 
of Homonymy; 

(a) the generic name Eretmia Gosse, 1886; 

(b) the specific name pentathrix Gosse, 1886, as published in the binomen 

Eretmia pentathrix; 

(c) the specific name trithrix Gosse, 1886, as published in the binomen 

Eretmia trithrix. 

(2) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified : 

(a) Eretmia Gosse, 1886 (as suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(a) 

above) (Name No. 1909); 

{b) Ertemia Hood, 1888 (an incorrect spelling for Eretmia Gosse, 1886) 

(Name No. 1910); 

(c) Ertemias Hood, 1888 (an incorrect spelling for Eretmia Gosse, 1886) 

(Name No. 1911). 

(3) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified : 

(a) pentathrix Gosse, 1886, as published in the binomen Eretmia pentathrix 

(as suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(b) above) (Name No. 

883); 

(b) trithrix Gosse, 1886, (as published in the binomen Eretmia trithrix (as 

suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(c) above) (Name No. 884). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.) 1666) 

The present case was submitted to the office of the Commission by Dr. G. 
Evelyn Hutchinson in October 1964. Dr. Hutchinson’s application was sent 
to the printer on 4 December 1964 and was published on 5 April 1965 in Bull, 
zool. Nomencl. 22 : 60-62. Public Notice of the possible use of the plenary 
powers in the present case was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to 
the other prescribed serial publications (Constitution Art. 12b; Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 21 : 1 84). No comment was received. 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 25 January 1967 the Members of the Commission were invited to vote 
under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (67)4 either for or against the 
proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 22 : 61-62. At the close of the pre- 
scribed voting period on 25 April 1967 the state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative votes — nineteen (19), received in the following order: Holthuis, 
China, Mayr, Lemche, Munroe, Boschma, Yokes, Tortonese, Uchida, Bonnet, 



Bull. zool. Nomencl., Vol. 24, Part 3. June 1967. 



150 



Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 



Obruchev, Binder, Evans, Jaczewski, Mertens, Kraus, Stoll, Forest, Alvarado. 

Negative votes — three (3): Brinck, Sabrosky, Ride. 

Voting Papers not returned — two (2): Hubbs, Simpson. 

Prof, do Amaral returned a late affirmative vote. 

In returning his affirmative vote Prof. T. Jaczewski drew attention to papers 
by Marring, 1913 {Bull. U.S. not. Mus. 81 : 46) and Wiszniewski, 1955 {Pol. 
Arch. Hydrobiol. 2(XV), No. 2; 127) who rejected Eretmia Gosse. The follow- 
ing comments were made by Commissioners returning negative votes : 

Prof. P. Brinck (30.i.67); Details in the application show that the taxonomic 
position of the animal in question is unclear. Two recent authors (de Beau- 
champs and Remane) have brought it among the Gastrotricha but it is evident 
that we know far too little to settle the question. Since there would be a fair 
chance of finding the species again in some pool at the Sandhurst Military 
College and since the author expressly says that for the present there are no 
nomenclatural disturbances caused by the name, I see no reason to suppress it. 

Dr. C. W. Sabrosky (29.iii.67): “ These names do not, at the moment, pose 
any challenge to existing nomenclature. The possibility exists that they might 
be perfectly good names for uncommon species. Further, I am impressed by 
the applicants statement that the illustration of Eretmia pentathrix ‘ probably ’ 
permits its recognition; should this not have been investigated? ” 

Dr. W. D. L. Ride (24.iv.67): “ The applicant gives no evidence that there 
has been a proper attempt to establish the identity of the type-species of Eretmia \ 
moreover, there is at present no disturbance of stability or universality or even 
of confusion but merely a ‘ slight but definite possibility of the disturbance of 
the generic nomenclature in some groups of microscopic fresh-water organisms.” 
I do not believe that this is sufficient authority for the Commission to use the 
plenary powers. 

ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following are the original references for names placed on Official 
Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion : 

Eretmia Gosse, 1886, in Hudson & Gosse, The Rotifera or Wheel Animalcules 
both British & Foreign 2 : 128 
Ertemia Hood, 1888, Science Gossip 24 : 28 
Ertemias Hood, 1888, Science Gossip 24 : 27 

pentathrix, Eretmia, Gosse, 1886, in Hudson & Gosse, The Rotifera or Wheel 
Animalcules both British & Foreign 2 : 128, pi. 29, fig. 12 
trithrix, Eretmia, Gosse, 1886, in Hudson & Gosse, The Rotifera or Wheel 
Animalcules both British & Foreign 2 : 134, p. 28, fig. 2 
CERTIFICATE 

We certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (67)4 were cast as set out 
above, that the proposal contained in that Voting Paper has been duly adopted 
under the plenary powers, and that the decision so taken, being the decision of 
the International Commission, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 816. 
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